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Period fo7 Reply A ' UNG ° ATEofthis c °n"»'">to"'on appears on the cover sheet with the Correspondence address - 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 5 MONTHS FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION MONTH(S) FROM 

- Fa.lure to reply wrthin the set or extended period for reply E^KSffi fSS^SSSS^^c^fi?* " COmmunk5a,ion - 

Status 

1)1X1 Responsive to eeffmfrilcatiDn(sHHe4^n _j . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E) This action is non-final. 

3)Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

Claim(s) l-A") is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above ciaim(s) tioui is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
5)|3 Claim(s) til±_ is/are allowed. 


5) 0b) Claim(s) *». ' > is/are allowed. 

6) & ClaimCsjllVlilre^retected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) fj^re objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 


Application Papers 

9)D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 121(d) 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)OAII b)Q Some *c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Detailed Action 

1 . The finality of the office action mailed 04/05/02 is withdrawn and the following 
action taken in view of comments set forth in the Decision by the Board mailed 
07/22/04. Particularly, note pages 15, 16 and 21 of the Decision. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-4, 26 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fukasawa in view of Bacchi. 

It would have been an obvious substitution of equivalents to substitute an arm 
utilizing two drives as taught by Bacchi for the arm in Fukasawa. Note this rejection 
was affirmed by the Board of Appeals in the decision dated 07/22/04. 

Note the decision, page 14, lines 13-16; page 16, lines 21-29; and page 17, lines 

14-19. 

4. Claims 5 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fukasawa in view of Bacchi as applied in the preceding rejection. 

It would have been an obvious substitution of equivalents to substitute an arm 
utilizing two drives as taught by Bacchi for the arm in Fukasawa. 

Note the location of the arm pivot in Fukasawa is between stations 4a and 4b. It 
would have been obvious to place this substituted arm of Bacchi in the same location as 
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the arm in Fukasawa providing an arm with the translations axes being on opposite 
sides of the arm pivot. 

The position taken by the Board on pages 20 and 21 of the decision that the 
examiner's basis for rejecting claim 28 is unclear is noted. Claim 28 is rejected as set 
forth above, i.e., over Fukasawa in view of Bacchi. A substitution held to be obvious by 
the Board as noted in paragraph 3 above. However, it should be further noted that 
Fukasawa moves wafers into and out of stations 4a, 3a on one side and 4b, 3b on 
another side and that Bacchi shows straightline movement in figure 6A, i.e., a 
straightline path through the center of station 168r and a straightline path through the 
center of station 1681. Thus when the arm in Bacchi is substituted for the arm in 
Fukasawa it would move wafers along parallel straightlines on opposite side of the 
base. These straightlines would be through the centers of stations 4a, 3a on one side 
and 4b, 3b on another side. This movement along these parallel straightlines would 
- meet the movement along parallel straightlines set forth in claim 28. 
5. Claims 8-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fukasawa in view of Bacchi as applied in the preceding rejection and further in view of 
the following comments. 

It would have been obvious to increase the number of chambers such that the 
axis of translation of a substrate into and out of these chambers are generally parallel. 
Note lines 24-29 on page 15 and lines 1-20 on page 16 of the Decision by the Board 
mailed 07/22/04. 
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6. Claims 8-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fukasawa in view of Bacchi, as applied in the preceding rejection, and newly cited 
Genov et al. 

Genov teaches using a plurality of stations located in a side by side arrangement. 
See Genov, figure 2. 

It would have been obvious to add work chambers in Fukasawa adjacent 4a, 4b 
in view of the above noted teaching in Genov to provide for additional processing. 

7. Claims 6, 7 and 19-23 are allowed. 

8. Claims 24, 25 and 27 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to D. Underwood 
at telephone number (703) 308-1 112. 


Underwood/vs 
January 19, 2005 



PRIMARY EXAMINER 


